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! oe Women Lawyers Deputize President Hoover 


The National Association of Women Lawyers sent a deputation to President Hoover on April 2 to urge that he instruct 

) the United States plenipotentiaries to The Hague Conference on Codification of International Law to vote for equal 
nationality rights for men and women and to oppose any convention not based on equality. 

Left to right, front row: Olive Stott Gabriel, President; Mrs. James Garfield Riley, Dean, Washington College of Law; 

) Laura Berrien, and Burnita Shelton Matthews, Vice-President of the Association. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 
to secure for women complete equality 
with men under the law and in all human 


relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 
“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 


this article by appropriate legislation.” 


[Senate Joint Resolution Number 52) 
[House Joint Resolution No. 55] 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1929, 
by Smnatror GeraLtp P. North Dakota. 
Introduced in the House Apri] 25, 1929, 
by REPRESENTATIVES W. MAGRADY 
Pennsylvania. 


| Equal Rights 
The New Cable Bill 


N ANOTHER page of this issue of Equat Ricuts, under the title, 
() “Equality for Women in Citizenship,” we reprint a report presented 

to the House of Representatives by Hon. John L. Cable of Ohio from 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to accompany House Resolution 10960. The report is printed 
verbatim except for the final portion containing the present law with the 
proposed changes in it. 

This new Cable Bill still leaves five inequalities in the United States law 
governing nationality and naturalization. Representative Cable sought to 
have the law wholly equalized, but the committee was unwilling to report a 
bill wiping out all inequalities. 

The five discriminations remaining are: 

1. If an American woman marries an alien ineligible to United States 
citizenship, she loses her United States citizenship. 


2. If.an American woman marries an alien eligible to citizenship she can 
choose between her own nationality and that of her husband, while no such 
choice is given to a man. 


3. If an alien woman marries an American man, her requirements for 
naturalization are reduced, this not being true of an alien man who marries 
an American woman. 


4. If an alien woman eligible to citizenship marries an alien ineligible 
to citizenship, she is ineligible for naturalization. 


5. The child born in a foreign country of an American woman, with an 
alien father, does not take United States nationality unless it is an illegitimate 
child, while the legitimate child born in a foreign country of an American 
father takes United States nationality. 

In spite of these remaining inequalities, however, the passage of H. R. 
10960 will mark a distinct improvement in the status of American women. 


To All Brave Men and Women 


ARGARET WALTER, secretary of the London Branch of the National 
_Woman’s Party, writes us that the place of honor, in the very center 
of the pedestal of Mrs. Pankhurst’s statue, was accorded to the 
National Woman’s Party for its wreath at the unveiling ceremonies in London 
on March 6. She also sends us the text of the beautiful tribute paid on this 
occasion by Mr. F. W. Pethick-Lawrence, present financial Secretary of the 
Treasury of the Kingdom, to the leader for whose ideals he gave his fortune 
and dedicated ten years of his political career during the militant struggle. 
Mr. Pethick-Lawrence was treasurer of the Women’s Social and Political 
Union, the organization under whose banner the militant campaign was con- 
ducted. His speech, which fittingly expresses the significance of the memorial 
to Mrs. Pankhurst, reads as follows: | 

“In this ceremony today we fulfil a dual purpose. We pay our solemn 
respect to an individual. We chronicle in bronze the triumph of an idea. 

“To what has already been said on the personal side I will only add one 
word. Mrs. Pankhurst was one of those rare souls who have dared to stand 
alone or with only one or two companions against the whole of public opinion, 
and have not flinched when faced with the most powerful weapons of ridicule 
and of physical force. In retrospect it is easy to assume that success was 
always certain and victory only a matter of time. But until the battle had 
been fought its issue was uncertain. Only with the eye of faith could ultimate 
success be foreseen. Many brave souls who have challenged authority have 
gone down to unhonored graves, their names forgotten and their causes over- 
thrown. We rejoice that it was not so with this woman; and in honoring her 
we honor at the same time all brave men and women who have fought for a 
noble cause whether success or failure has crowned their efforts. 

“This monument has, however, as I have said also an impersonal side. It 
bears witness to a fundamental change in human thought. A quarter of a 
century ago women were regarded as outside the main stream of life and only 
as ministers to the happiness, the comforts, or the vices of man. Today they 
have taken their right places as co-equal participators in human destiny. 
This change of thought finds expression today in many lands besides our own, 
and not merely in politics, but in all fields of human activity, Here it has 
been fashioned in the likeness of the woman who typifies for all time the revolt 


of womanhood against the old false conception, and the inauguration of a 
nobler comprehension of life.” 
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Crisis Reached at The Hague 


S the crisis was reached on the 
A question of the nationality of 

women at the World Conference 
on the Codification of International Law 
at The Hague, Feminists of the United 
States redoubled their efforts to prevent 
the adoption of a world code in which 
women’s nationality would be dependent 
upon that of their husbands. 


Articles in the “League of Nations 
Code” discriminating against women were 
adopted in the committee by large votes, 
the United States delegation refraining 
from voting on three and voting against 
one, but Doris Stevens, chairman of the 
Inter-American Commission of Women, 
was at the end of the week continuing the 
work to have these votes reversed in the 
plenary sessions, which were to take place 
during the week of April 7-12. 


The same committee adopted, by a vote 
of 19 to 6, the following resolution pro- 
posed by the American delegation, with 
the approval of the United States Depart- 
ment of State: 


“The Conference recommends to 
the study of the governments the 
principle that in their law and prac- 
tice relating to nationality - there 
shall be no distinction based on sex 
with particular consideration of the 
interests of children involved in the 
application of that principle.” 


After hearing of the proposal made by 
the United States delegation, the argu- 
ment on behalf of which was made by 
Ruth B. Shipley of the Department of 
State, only woman plenipotentiary of the 
American delegation, Alice Paul, chair- 
man of the Nationality Committee of the 
Inter-American Commission of Women, 
issued the following statement: 


“We are, indeed, happy that the United 
States delegation voted in the Nationality 
Committee at The Hague Conference on 
the Codification of International Law to 
recommend study by all governments of 
the world of the principle of no sex dis- 
crimination in the question of nationality. 
We rejoice also that the United States 
delegation refused to support the League 
of Nations proposals which would mean 
launching the world code on a basis of 
inequality between men and women. We 
congratulate our delegation on this stand. 
We hope that they will make such a fight 
upon the floor when the voting begins in 
plenary session on Friday that they will 
be able to halt the adoption of any sec- 
tions in the proposed world code based 
on inequality between men and women. 

“The women of the new world have 
struggled for years to obtain complete 
equality between men and women. A 
large measure of such equality has now 


By Ruby A. Black 


been obtained throughout the Western 
hemisphere. We must not lose this by 
the superimposing upon us of a world 
code discriminating against women. 


“The Inter-American Commission of 
Women, representing in a large measure 
the women of the twenty-one republics of 
the Western hemisphere, has laid before 
The Hague Conference a plea for equality 
or nothing. The proposed world code 
should be a world code for all adults— 
not one code for men and one code for 
women. It is for this that we are fighting 
and shall continue to fight at The Hague.” 

The Department of State, in issuing 
its statement on the resolution proposed 
by the American delegation, said: 


“It seems clear, however, that the con- 
ference will not reach any agreement on 
any international treaty regulating the 
practice of the nations in this regard, as 
there is obvious disagreement among the 
nations represented at the conference.” 

Miss Stevens did not share this opti- 
mism, and feared that the “League of 
Nations Code,” of which Articles 9 to 12 
discriminate against married women, and 
Articles 13 to 17 discriminate against 
mothers, might be adopted, as some of the 
articles had already been approved by 
large majorities in committee. 


S a result of a four minute telephone 
call to Europe at noon, April 3, 
Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley, chairman of the 
National Woman’s Party, appealed to 
President Hoover to cable at once to the 
United States delegates to the Codifica- 
tion Conference on International Law, in- 
structing them to do their utmost to win 
the postponement of the whole matter of 
nationality as it relates to women. 

Mrs. Wiley’s appeal was based on in- 
formation received over the trans-Atlantic 
telephone from Miss Stevens, who, with 
other representatives of organized women, 


is now at The Hague working to have . 


the World Code adopt the principle that 
there shall be no discrimination based on 
sex in their law and practice relating to 
nationality. 

In her appeal, Mrs. Wiley wrote on 
April 3 to the President: 

“Miss Alice Paul, chairman of the 
Nationality Committee of the Inter- 
American Commission of Women, and I 
have just talked by telephone to Miss 


_ Doris Stevens, the United States repre- 


sentative on the Inter-American Commis- 
sion of Women, at The Hague. 

“Miss Stevens informed us that the 
final voting on the adoption of the pro- 
posed world code of international law 
will begin tomorrow and be continued on 
Monday. 


“She further informed us that the 
United States delegation is standing for 
postponement of the whole matter of 
nationality as it relates to women until 
a later conference and is opposing every 
proposal embodying inequality between 
men and women. We have to come to you, 
Mr. President, to ask if in your wisdom 
and judgment you will not cable instruc- 
tions to our delegation at The Hague to 
make strong efforts to bring the whole 
conference to this point of view. 


“From our telephone conversation we 
fear that the position taken by the United 
States will not be adopted by the whole 
conference and that as a result the world 
code will be launched upon an inequality 
basis. The United States, as one of the 
greatest governments participating in the 
conference, can, we believe, change the 
present trend of the conference towards 
inequality, if it makes a determined effort 
to do so. This, Mr. President, is our 
excuse for appealing to you again.” 

The call was made from Alya Belmont 
House, the National Woman’s Party head- 
quarters. With Mrs. Wiley awaiting the 
news from The Hague were Miss Paul, 
Anita Pollitzer of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, vice-chairman of the National Wom- 
an’s Party, Elsie Hill, State chairman of 
Connecticut, and Maud Younger of Cali- 
fornia, congressional chairman of the 
Woman’s Party. 


The principle which the Feminists 
would like to have adopted is embodied 
in a simple form drawn up at the Havana 
Conference of the Inter-American Com- 
mission of Women in February. 


_ “The contracting parties agree that 
from the going into effect of this 
treaty, there shall be no distinction 
based on sex in their law and prac- 
tice relating to nationality.” 


This resolution was proposed to the 
conference by Ambassador Miguel Cru- 
chaga, the Chilean delegate. The measure 
has considerable support among the Latin- 
American delegates. 

The resolution has been endorsed in 
principle by practically every organized 
group of women in the world. Among 
them are: The International Alliance of 
Women for Suffrage and Equal Citizen- 
ship; the National Woman’s Party, the 
British “Six Point Group,” the Inter- 
American Commission of Women, the 
National Women Lawyers’ Association. 

In a statement given out after the tele- 
phone call was put through, Miss Paul 
said: 

“After years of planning and hoping 
the day has at last come when the vision 
of those idealists who have dreamed of 
a world law for the whole world seems 
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about to be realized. The question now is, 
what kind of code shall it be? 


“Shall it be a code applying to all 
adults, or shall it be a code with certain 
provisions for men and certain provisions 
for women carrying over into world law 
the subjection of women, so prevalent in 
the national law of the old world? This 
is the problem now confronting The 
Hague Conference. All other matters 
before the conference sink into insignifi- 
cance before this.” 

EANWHILE, Feminists had speedily 
obtained the support of fourteen 
Senators for a code embodying the prin- 
ciple of equality in nationality laws. 
These Senators and others will oppose 
the ratification of any international con- 
vention in which there are discriminations 
against women in nationality laws. 

Senator William E. Borah of Idaho, 
chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Senator Hiram John- 
son of California, Senator Simeon D. Fess 
of Ohio, and Senator Arthur Capper of 
Kansas, all Republican members of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, have de- 
clared their opposition to any discrimina- 
tory clause against women in the nation- 
ality section of the proposed world code. 
Senator Borah said he absolutely opposed 
and would fight against the adoption of 
the code if it contained any clause where- 


by women’s nationality was on an un- 
equal basis with that of men. 

Democratic Senators who are fighting 
discriminations in this code include: 
Morris Sheppard and Tom Connally of 
Texas; Walter F. George of Georgia; Key 
Pittman of Neveda; J. Thomas Heflin of 
Alabama; T. H. Caraway of Arkansas; 
Sam G. Bratton of New Mexico; and 
Hubert D. Stephens of Mississippi. Of 
these, Senators Pittman and George are 
members of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

In his statement Senator Fess said: 

“Equality between men and women in 
all matters connected with nationality has 
already been established in four countries 
of the Western Hemisphere—Argentina, 
Chile, Paraguay, and Uruguay. It is un- 
thinkable that a world code containing 
any discriminations based on sex should 
be adopted. The codification of inter- 
national law is serious. Not a single step 
should be taken which denies to women 
rights they possess at present in any one 
country. 

“In my own case, speaking for myself, 
I would hesitate to vote for the ratifi- 
cation of a world code which contains dis- 
crimination based on sex. If the con- 
ference is not ready to stand for equality 
between men and women in matters of 
nationality, the only wise course for the 
United States delegation, in my judgment, 
is sor postponement of all 


Equal Rights 


action on nationality until more consid- 
eration can be given to the matter by the 
various governments of the world.” 

In a statement on the general situation, 
Miss Paul said: 

“Already there are five countries in the 
world where nationality is on an equality 
basis between men and women. Four of 
these countries, Argentina, Chile, Para- 
guay, and Uruguay, are in this hemis- 
phere. Furthermore, a majority of the 
countries of the Western hemisphere give 
the father and mother an Equal Right 
to transmit nationality to their child at 
birth. A third of the countries of the 
Western hemisphere give a woman an 
Equal Right with a man to keep her own 
nationality upon marriage, More than a 
fourth of the countries of the Western 
hemisphere give a woman an Equal Right 
to change her nationality after marriage 
and to influence the nationality of her 
child by her own change of nationality. 
And finally, nearly a fifth of the countries 
of the Western hemisphere have complete 
equality between men and women in all 
matters relating to nationality. 

“For many generations the women in 
the New World have conducted a mag- 
nificent struggle for the freedom of wom- 
en. Now that a large measure of equality 
has at last been won in this hemisphere, 
we must not lose that equality by the 
super imposing upon us of a world code 


Women Lawyers Ask Equality in N a 


Association of Women Lawyers 
appeared before President Hoover 
on April 2 to ask that he instruct 
the United States plenipotentiaries at the 
International Conference on the Codifica- 
tion of International Law, now meeting 
at The Hague, to vote for the launching 
of the world code on a basis of equality 
between men and women, and to oppose 
any convention not based on equality. 
President Hoover promised the deputa- 
tion to take up with Acting Secretary of 
State Joseph P. Cotton the question of in- 


A DEPUTATION from the National 


- structing the United States delegation to 


oppose any measure not based on equality 
between the sexes. 

This is the same demand as is made by 
the National Woman’s Party, which has 
a committee headed by Florence Bayard 
Hilles of Delaware, working at The 
Hague, and by the Inter-American Com- 
mission of Women. Doris Stevens, chair- 
man of the Inter-American Commission, 
is at The Hague working for this purpose. 

Olive Stott Gabriel, president of the 
National Association of Women Lawyers, 
spoke to President Hoover as follows: 

“Equality or nothing at The Hague 
Conference! 

“This, we believe, Mr. President, should 


be the stand of the United States delega- 
tion at The Hague. 

“The National Association of Women 
Lawyers, of which I have the honor to 
be president, has endorsed the Equal 
Rights Treaty on Nationality which has 
been laid before The Hague Conference 
by the plenipotentiary from Chile, a coun- 
try which has complete equality between 
men and women in its nationality law. 

“Because we have learned that there is 
imminent danger that this world confer- 
ence of jurists may declare for something 
less than equality between men and wom- 
en in the proposed world law on nation- 
ality, we have come directly to you as the 
one person with power to act and halt 
this backward step. 

“We ask that you instruct the United 
States delegation to oppose any treaty or 
declaration upon nationality which is 
based upon inequality of rights between 
men and women. 

“Women have struggled consciously in 
this country since 1848 to secure equality 
in law and custom. 

“Tt is unthinkable that we should tol- 
erate the imposition of a new world law 
based upon the false principle which 
women have tried so long to destroy. 

“Tt is unthinkable that you, Mr. Presi- 


dent, should permit the representatives 
of this nation to subscribe to the incorpo- 
ration of this rejected theory of the sub- 
jection of women to men in a new code 
of law for all the world.” 

Mrs. J. G. Riley, dean of the Washing- 
ton College of Law, which was founded 
by women, then spoke, saying: 

“Mrs, Gabriel has pointed out to you 
the situation which exists at the present 
moment at The Hague. It is a crisis, Mr. 
President, in the affairs of women which 
calls for deep concern and immediate 
action. 

“We stand for the principle of woman’s 
equality with man. We protest against 
the segregation of women as an inferior 
group. We cannot at this distance and 
from the outside know how great is the 
danger of a convention being adopted at 
The Hague that is unequal between men 
and women, but in case it is true that 
there is such danger, we ask you, Mr. 
President, to call upon the United States 
delegation at The Hague to do its ut- 
most to prevent any treaty being adopted 
that does not stand for justice to women. 

“You are the head of one of the greatest 
nations in the world—a nation which can 
have an immense influence in shaping the 
world code which is now about to be 


} 
i 
i} 
4 
| 
it 
| 
ut 
4 
¥ 
if 


April 12, 1930 


formed, if you so desire. Our delegation 
at The Hague acts for you in this world 
conference. You, therefore, have a great 
responsibility with regard to the outcome 
at The Hague. You will have the grati- 
tude of the women of the world if you 
intervene at this time to see that the 
world code is launched on an equality 
basis.”’ 

Laura Berrien, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on International Relations of the 
National Association of Women Lawyers, 
member of the Nationality Committee of 
the Inter-American Commission of Wom- 
en, and member of the National Council 
of the National Woman’s Party, said: 


“Tf we seem insistent, I beg you to con- 
sider how serious the matter is to the 
women of America. The situation seems 
most alarming. The best information we 
have is to the effect that a convention on 
nationality may be adopted and sent to 
the various countries for ratification and 
that this convention will be based on 
inequality between the sexes in the matter 
of nationality. We have cabled to and 
been in touch with the chairman of the 
Nationality Committee of The Hague Con- 


ference, and with the Chilean plenipoten- 
tiary who introduced the resolution for 
equality at The Hague Conference. 

“I feel that you know how deeply the 
women of the United States care about 
this matter. We believe that the senti- 
ment of the Western hemisphere is with 
us, and not among the women only. I 
call your attention to the fact that the 
governing board of the American Insti- 
tute of International Law has unani- 
mously recommended that any nationality 
convention be based on equality between 
men and women. 

“Mr. President, you have it within your 
power to see to it that the world code 
shall not be begun on the wrong basis and 
I, therefore, ask you to ascertain—by tele- 
phone—Mr, President, because the time 
is so short—if the plans are as we have 
been informed and if they are, will you 
not instruct the United States plenipo- 
tentiaries to oppose with the utmost vigor 
any plan to adopt a nationality conven- 
tion that is not based on equality and to 
urge the postponement of all action on 
nationality until more serious considera- 
tion may be given to this matter, which so 
deeply concerns us and the whole world.” 
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HOSE in the delegation, in addition 
to the speakers, included: 

Burnita Shelton Matthews, Mississippi, 
vice-president of National Association of 
Women Lawyers; Alma B. Partridge, 
Washington, D. C.; Helen Jamison, pro- 
fessor of law, Washington College of Law; 
Pearl McCall, Assistant United States 
District Attorney; Mary Connelly, New 
York; Pearl Bellman Klein, Washington, 
D. C.; Vivian Simpson, Maryland; Cath- 
erine Reaney, Washington, D. C.; Helen 
R. Carloss, Mississippi; Mabel Hiatt, Ne- 
braska; Mabel Owen, New York; Julia 
Jennings, Virginia; Jennie Berliner, 
Washington, D. C., Mary Connor, Maine, 
special assistant to the Attorney General 
of the United States; Annabelle Mat- 
thews, Georgia, member of the United 
States Board of Tax Appeals; Emilie A. 
Doetsch, first assistant city solicitor, 
Baltimore, Maryland; Helen Elizabeth 
Brown, Maryland, president, Women’s Bar 
Association ; Clare Greacon, Michigan. 

The delegation also conferred with 
Senator William E. Borah of Idaho, chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and with Acting Secretary of 
State Cotton. 


Equality for Women in Citizenship 


Naturalization, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (H. R. 10960) to 
amend the law relative to the citizenship 
and naturalization of married women, 
and for other purposes, reports it back 
to the House without amendment and 
recommends that the bill do pass. 

This bill would relieve certain native- 
born women who have married aliens,- of 
some unnecessary naturalization require- 
ments growing out of the expatriation act 
of March 2, 1907, and the woman’s citi- 
zenship act of September 22, 1922, and 
hardships arising out of the restrictive 
immigration act of 1924. 

Complete independent citizenship for 
women has not resulted from the act of 
September 22, 1922. After more than 
seven years of operation, the working of 
this legislation has developed certain 
more or less technical difficulties, which 
H. R. 10960 proposes to remedy. 

The native-born woman who married a 
foreigner on September 21, 1922, the day 
before that act became effective, and lost 
her American citizenship, was not, by the 
1922 act, automatically restored to citi- 
zenship. She was given the right to repa- 
triate herself by one year’s residence in 


T HE Committee on Immigration and 


the United States, filing her petition in — 


a court of competent jurisdiction, re- 
nouncing her doubtful allegiance to a 
country to which, in fact, she owed no 
allegiance, and whose nationality was 
thrust upon her without her consent, and 
by taking an oath of allegiance to the 
United States. 


A Report by Representative John L. 
Cable of Ohio from the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization of the 
House of Representatives to Accompany 


H. R. 10960 


For example, Mrs. Emily Martin mar- 
ried an alien before the 1922 act and 
automatically lost her American citizen- 
ship. Later she returned to this country, 
resided here a year, as required by the 
law, but was denied naturalization be- 
cause she told the court she might reside 
outside of the United States with her hus- 
band and children, the judge ruling that 
her year’s residence here was not of the 
permanent character required by law. 


This bill (H. R. 10960) repeals the 


year’s residence requirement, also the 


permanent character of the residence now 
required of a woman who has lost her 
citizenship, and also the necessity of her 
going through the regular naturalization 
proceeding as if she were a foreign-born 
alien. Mrs. Ruth Bryan Owen, a member 
of this Congress, for example, married a 
British officer before 1922 and lost her 
American citizenship through no express 
desire of her own. To regain her Ameri- 
can citizenship she was required to go 
through the same naturalization proceed- 
ing as a foreign-born alien, and as if she 
were not native born. Such a require- 
ment is not a just treatment of native- 
born women who have lost their citizen- 
ship without their wish by the provisions 
of the 1907 act. A simple affirmative act 


of a native-born woman should be suffi- 
cient to regain citizenship lost through 
marriage. 

If a native-born man marries an alien 
and resides abroad in her country the 
remainder of his life he does not lose his 
American citizenship. His children, al- 
though they are foreign born and never 
have been in the United States, likewise 
are American citizens, at least until they 
are 18 years of age. But if a native-born 
woman marries an alien and resides two 
years in her husband’s country, or five 
years elsewhere abroad, she is presumed 
not to be an American citizen. The com- 
mittee, realizing that there should not be 
one rule of law for men and another for 
women in the matter of expatriation, pro- 
poses in H. R. 10960 to repeal the provi- 
sion in the 1922 act raising the presump- 
tion that native-born American women, 
who have been married to aliens and have 
resided abroad, have lost their citizenship, 
by striking out the last three sentences of 
section 3 of the act of 1922, which the 
Department of State finds extremely diffi- 
cult to administer. 

There are native-born women whose 
American citizenship was lost by mar- 
riage, prior to the 1922 act, who can not 
now return to the United States to repa- 
triate themselves because of our immigra- 
tion quota law. For example, if an Ameri- 
can woman, prior to the 1922 act, mar- 
ried an Italian, she, under the 1907 act, 
took the nationality of her husband. 
Under the 1924 quota law she must come 
within the Italian quota in order to enter 
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the United States to be naturalized. Since 
the quota for Italy is already taken up 
by a long list of applicants, practically, 
she is not able to return to the United 
States for the purpose of repatriation, 
and we thus have excluded from the 
United States by an act of Congress, a 
native-born American woman who wants 
to repatriate herself. 

The present law, classifying aliens en- 
titled to “non-quota” status, now reads, 
in part, as follows: 


Section 4 (f). A woman who was 

a citizen of the United States and 

who prior to September 22, 1922, lost 

her citizenship by reason of her marf- 

, Tiage to an alien, but at the time of 

her application for an immigration 
visa is unmarried. 


In other words, her foreign-born “a 
band must either have died or there must 
have been a divorce, before she can re- 
enter the United States outside the quota 
limitations. H. R. 10960 amends the above 
provision of law so that such native-born 
women or one who has lost her American 
citizenship by marriage and foreign resi- 
dence since September 22, 1922, may re- 
enter the United States outside the quota, 
notwithstanding the fact that the mar- 
riage relationship still exists. 

On March 6, 1930, hearings were held 
by the committee, and the following ap- 
peared on behalf of all the changes con- 
tained in H. R. 10960 and of the general 


principle that a woman, married or un- 
married, should have the same right as 
a man to determine her own citizenship. 
(Hearings held on H. R. 10208.) At that 
hearing Mrs. Ruth Bryan Owen, Repre- 
sentative from Florida, sat with and 
assisted the committee. 

The witnesses were Miss Dorothy 
Straus, an attorney, New York City, who 
represented the National League of Wom- 
en Voters, who had charge of the presen- 
tation of the testimony on behalf of the 
organizations; Miss Margaret Lambie, 
representing the National Federation of 
Business and Professional Women, New 
York City; Miss Harlean James, Wash- 
ington, D. C., representing the American 
Association of University Women; Miss 
Alice Edwards, Washington, D. C., the 
American Home Economics Association ; 
Miss Cecilia Razovsky, New York City, 
chairman of the department of service to 
the foreign born of the National Council 
of Jewish Women; Mrs. E. E. Danly, rep- 
resenting the national board of the Young 
Women’s Christian Association; Mrs. 
Clarence Fraim, representing the Gen- 
eral Federation of Women’s Clubs; Mrs. 
Ellis Yost, representing the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union; and Mr. 
Edward 8S. McGrady, Washington, D. C., 
representing the American Federation of 
Labor. 

Communications in support of the same 
principle were received from Miss Eliza- 
beth Christman, secretary of the National 
Woman’s Trade Union League, and from 


Equal Rights 


Mrs. Adena Miller Rich, of the Immi- 
grants’ Protective League. H. R. 10960 
is also indorsed by the National Woman’s 
Party through their legislative represen- 
tative, Mrs. Max Rotter, and Miss Maud 
Younger. 

Section 1 strikes out of section 3 of the 
act of 1922 the presumption that a native- 
born woman loses her United States citi- 
zenship by residence abroad after her mar- 
riage to an alien. 

Section 2 amends section 4 (a) of the 
1922 act and provides a method whereby 
the native-born woman who lost her citi- 
zenship by marriage to an alien prior to 
September 22, 1922, may be repatriated by 
a simple affirmative act in a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction; that is, she may go 
before a naturalization examiner, prove 
that she has lost her citizenship by mar- 
riage to an alien, that she is eligible to 
become a citizen under our naturalization 
laws, then go into court and take the oath 
of allegiance. This amendment repeals 
the one year’s residence requirement, the 
permanent residence requirement, the 
posting of the name for 90 days, and the 
requiring of native-born women the same 
searching examination and naturalization 
process as is required of the foreign-born 
alien. 

Section 3 would permit a native-born 
woman who had lost her citizenship by 
marriage to an alien to return to the 
United States outside of the quota, not- 
withstanding her marital status has not 
been terminated. 


Psychological Factors the Advancement Women 


HE last few decades have witnessed 
= a greater enlightenment concerning 
the position of women than any 
other similar period since modern civili- 
zation began. The notion that there are 
particular kinds of work which can be 
done by one sex alone is rapidly becoming 
obsolete. Women are sucessfully claiming 
their right to all the avenues of self- 
expression and service which have been 
open to men. They are also waging a 
valiant campaign to wipe out those un- 
just laws which have made conditions of 
living for the two sexes unequal. These 
facts are in themselves so striking that 
few of us have stopped to look beneath 
them to the changes which are also oc- 
curring in the attitudes of men and 
women toward one another, changes 
which are assuring women’s ultimate 
equality, and are pointing toward new 
and untried fields for their future develop- 
ment. 
For as women have progressed, step by 
step, toward their social freedom, we have 
begun to realize that, in their fundamen- 


tal and inborn psychological natures, 


men and women are really not different, 
but similar. The familiar remark, “That’s 
just like a woman,” is coming to prove 


By Floyd H. Allport, 
Head of the School of Citizenship and 
Public Affairs, Syracuse University, 
New York 


nothing except the ignorance and preju- 
dice of the one who makes it. We have 
no longer a psychology of women as dif- 
ferent from a psychology of men, but one 
—a human psychology. This conclusion 
is not universally accepted as yet; but its 
acceptance is inevitable, because facts are 
daily showing that it is true. I do not 
say that we have proved that there are 
absolutely no differences between the 
minds and natures of men and women, 
But I do say that we have not discovered 
any as yet. As for the differences which 
have been commonly alleged, there is at 
present no scientific proof. They are 
probably based upon the hasty conclusion 
and bias of those who assert them. 

One of the earliest notions, namely, that 
women are less intelligent than men, has 
now been thoroughly exploded, not only 
by intelligence tests, but by the achieve- 
ment of women in higher education and 
in all the skilled and learned professions. 
There is also no proof for the common 
statement that women are by nature more 


emotionally unstable than men. Such an 
impression is probably due to the fact 
that, from early life, girls have been 
treated with a much greater personal af- 
fection and solicitude than boys. Women 
who have had in youth the same oppor- 
tunities as men to meet their problems 
independently and frankly, and have been 
encouraged to view things objectively, 
have proved themselves as stable and as 
little swayed by their emotions as men. 
The idea that women are by inherent na- 
ture more inclined toward virtue and mor- 
rality than men is also without founda- 
tion; If women are as a rule more vir- 
tuous than men, it is probably because 
their stricter early training, combined 
with the double moral standard, has com- 
pelled them to be. Now that they are ob- 
taining some freedom to express their 
natures as they really are, we are seeing 
on every side the most complete and, to 
some, astonishing refutation of all these 
earlier notions. We have no knowledge 
which gives us any authority for saying 
that aside from certain considerations of 
physical strength, there is any field of 
work or play for which one sex is by 
nature more fitted than the other. 

This is the amazing revelation which 
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gradually but inevitably is being brought 
to light in the modern advancement of 
women. And it is the psychological foun- 
dation upon which the entire movement 
is based. Until the old stereotyped fic- 
tions which have governed the behavior 
of men toward women throughout history 
have been swept aside, the work of Fem- 
inism will not be complete. The repealing 
of unequal laws and the compelling of em- 
ployers and officials to give women in 
every field an equal chance with men is a 
work which is valuable and necessary. To 
this aim the National Woman’s Party 
has made, and is making, a contribution 
which can never be forgotten. But along 
with this economic and social emancipa- 
tion there must come an equally funda- 
mental and psychological freedom. For 
the position of any individual in society 
depends not only upon how that indi- 
vidual is treated by laws, rules and or- 
ganizations, but also upon the way she is 
regarded in the attitudes and daily be- 
havior of her fellows. Many illusions 
have been created by men about women, 
and these myths of the “eternal feminine” 
have been accepted in the past by many 
women as though they were the true pic- 
tures of themselves. So powerful are 
these false impressions that they have 
actually molded the characters of many 
women in the past and have governed the 
relations between the sexes. If, for ex- 
ample, women in business are expected to 
be unreliable, emotional and coquettish, 
and if men themselves cultivate in rela- 
tion to women the personal or sex appeal, 
it is almost impossible for business women 
to play any other role. So subtle and 
personal are these fictions that they can- 
not be removed by the passing of laws, but 
only by the unceasing labors of education. 

The old-fashioned ideas about feminine 
psychology were adopted largely in order 
to preserve the selfish interests of certain 
groups. Though invented largely by men, 


these views have been accepted by a large 
class of women who have been willing to 
conform to them for the sake of a pro- 
tected position in society and the enjoy- 
ment of luxury. While it is not true that 
women possess only those qualities which 
are useful for housewives and mothers, 
those who have wished to keep women in 
this role have found it very convenient to 
argue that this was the case. Similar un- 
founded statements have been made by 
those who have wanted to keep women 
out of industry. The notion that women 
are by nature more virtuous than men, an 
impression which was really created by 
the double moral standard, has been used 
to reinforce that standard, giving men a 
greater sexual license and imposing 
heavier penalties upon women for the 
breach of the moral code. But the emer- 
gence of the newer type of women into the 
industries and professions, and their in- 
creasing demand for freedom in all their 
personal conduct, has put these time-worn 
fictions to the crucial test. Neither men 
nor women will be able much longer to 
hold them. But women should also con- 
cern themselves with the work of popular 
education, of both young and old, so as 
to eliminate these fictions at their source, 
and thus change the fundamental atti- 
tudes toward their sex. When this is 
done there will come about a psychologi- 
cal, as well as a social and vocational, 
emancipation of women; and with this 
more complete freedom there will be open 
to them not only the world as it has been 
made my men, but unlimited possibilities 
which they themselves may discover. 

If I may be allowed to state my per- 
sonal view of the new role for which 
women are becoming legally and psycho- 
logically emancipated, I would say that 
their task is not merely to enter this man- 
made world, but to remake it. Men. have 
created a world of marvelous interest and 
excitement. But it is not altogether a 
good world. 
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While not submerging themselves again 
in the bondage of household duties, 
women can exert a more powerful influ- 
ence than ever in the home. In the old 
days to be the keeper of the home meant 
slavery to menial tasks. Now it will 
mean the building of new characters for 
men and women of the future, well- 
rounded characters which will save us 
from the follies and disasters toward 
which we are drifting. Not household 
drudgery, but the knowledge and tech- 
niques of psychology, psychiatry, mental 
hygiene, and the social sciences will be 
equipment used by women in this new role. 

Why then should women sell their new 
birthright blindly for the mistakes that 
men have made? Since they are entering 
freshly upon the civilization before them, 
theirs is a better perspective for appre- 
ciating both its merits and its faults. 
Theirs is the privilege and the oppor- 
tunity, not merely of freeing themselves 
and attaining self-expression, but, in the 
process of this attainment, to remake the 
world into which they have newly 
emerged. Must they yearn only for the 
lesser goal of social position? Must they 
do precisely the things which men are do- 
ing in order to be respected by men? 
This is too narrow a view. We must re- 
member that prestige is created not by 
one sex, but by both. Men also need the 
good opinion of women in order to main- 
tain their lives. And if women set these 
new standard for our civilization, men 
inevitably must follow. Neither sex can 
live without the love and the high regard 
of the other. What then shall be asked 
in the name of respect and love? Shall 
women seek only a short-sighted, per- 
sonal equality in which they will share 
the selfish illusions as well as the excite- 
ments and comforts of a man-made world? 
Or will they ask a remodeling of that 
world itself so that it shall be nearer to 
the human heart’s desire? 


Indiana Women Oppose Labor Restrictions 


and Professional Women is stren- 
uously opposing any steps which 
might result in legislation restricting In- 
diana women in industry and hampering 
them in competition with their male com- 
petitors for jobs. They ask that men and 
women in industry be on an equal footing. 
Seeing in a proposed survey of working 
conditions for women in Indiana indus- 
tries, which the Women’s Bureau of the 


T ane Indiana Federation of Business 


United States Department of Labor was 


invited to undertake, the entering wedge 
for such legislation, the business and pro- 
fessional women are insisting that the 
Survey not be made. A committee of the 
Young Women’s Christian Association is 
seeking the survey, according to reports 
in the press. 


“We feel that the movement for a sur- 
vey is but a forerunner of the labor de- 
partment’s attempt to obtain an eight- 
hour day for Indiana women,” declared 
Bess Robbins attorney, a member of the 
federation. 

“Tt has been customary in past surveys 
made by the Government to suggest a 
schedule of working hours for women 
following the survey. 

“We believe laws which affect work 
should have the job as a basis and not 
sex. 

“The eight-hour-day may be right for 
the woman who holds a position tempo- 
rarily until marriage, but business women 
want to be treated in hours and wages on 
an equal footing with a man. 

“Our federation will oppose any at- 


tempts to pass an eight-hour-day law for 
women in the State Legislature. 

“A survey will not benefit women. If 
working conditions are bad a survey will 
not find it out. A member of our organi- 
zation, Miss Forba McDaniel, who was 
appointed to a committee to invite the 
women’s bureau of Washington to In- 
diana for a survey, has withdrawn as a 
committee member,” Miss Robbins said. 

The Indianapolis Times published the 
following editorial on the day following 
the protest of the Federation of Business 
and Professional Women against the pro- 
posed survey: 

“Many neutral observers will be in- 
clined to applaud the position taken by 
the Indiana Federation of Business and 
Professional Women with respect to a 


? 
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proposed survey of women’s working con- 
ditions by the Woman’s Bureau of the 
United States Department of Labor. The 
investigation may be held in spite of op- 
position from the outstanding organiza- 
tion of employed women, but a number 
of its members have declined to co-operate 
on the survey committee. 
“The announcement of the business and 
professional group stated that the federa- 
| tion favors equal opportunity for men 
and women who work, with their hours 
regulated according to the job and not by 
sex. This independent attitude is refresh- 


Twelve Women Mayors 


| | HE election of lord mayors and 
ot mayors in England and Wales this 
| year resulted in the following feminine 
returns: 

aia Chelsea, Lady Phipps, who has been a 


member of the Council since 1914. Her 
mother, Dame Wilton Phipps, is a mem- 
ber of the London County Council. 

Hereford, Mrs. Ward, who is the only 
woman member of this council. 

Higham Ferrers, Mrs. F. J. Simpson. 

Mansfield, Alderman, Mrs. E. E. Wain- 
wright. 

Sandwich, Mrs. Andrews Uthwatt, re- 
elected. 

Stratford-on-Avon, Annie Justins, re- 
elected. 

Thetford, Mrs. L. E. Bidwell, re-elected. 

Tynemouth, Dame Maud ‘egeringe: re- 
elected. 

Warwick, Lady Warwick. 

Walford, Mrs. A. F. Broad. 

Welshpool, Mrs. J. H. Davies. 

Wrexham, Mrs. Edwards-Jones, 
elected Mayor for the third time in suc- 
cession. 


Women’s Professional Relations 


| HE American Association of Univer- 
e sity Women sponsors a research or- 
ganization called the Institute of Wom- 
en’s Professional Relations, which has 
headquarters at the North Carolina Col- 
lege for Women, Greensboro, North Caro- 
lina. It seeks to learn “What are the 
best fields of work for the college woman” 
and “how can the colleges best prepare 
her to succeed in these fields.” 

The Institute is now studying the ques- 
tions of business women with home eco- 
nomics training, opportunities for college 
women in retail trades, especially in de- 
partment stores, and college women in 
banking and investment houses. 

It is preparing a file of speakers on oc- 
cupational subjects and plans to dis- 
tribute information for the use of under- 
graduate discussion groups. 

Chase Woodhouse is managing 
director. 


ing in a period which has developed much 
emphasis on rigid enactments to control 
working hours and conditions of employ- 
ment. A reasonable degree of super- 
vision is necessary to prevent undue ex- 
ploitation of workers, compelled to spend 
long hours in an unsatisfactory environ- 
ment. The tendency, however, is to press 
alleged improvement regulations to the 
point of interference with legitimate busi- 
ness. 

“No crying need exists, so far as social 
agencies have reported, for a formal sur- 
vey of working conditions of Hoosier 


Feminist Notes 


Quicker Thinkers 


OMEN are quicker thinkers than 
men, at least in debating, according 
to Professor John Henry Frizzell of Penn 
State, who has coached both men’s and 
women’s debate teams for twenty years. 
“Girls come to the fore in rebuttal 
where quick thinking is of paramount 
importance,” he says. Women debators 
also excel in tactful approach and serious 
consideration of the subject, says Pro- 
fessor Frizzell. 


Feminist Party | 

RS. VON KARDORFF OHEIMB, 

former member of the German 
Reichstag, has organized a new German 
political party to protect women’s rights. 
For the past ten years Mrs. Oheimb has 
been an outstanding feminine figure in 
German politics. She belongs to the Na- 
tional Liberal Party. 


Highest Honor 


OHANNA FARLEY, a New York pub- 
lic school student, has won the Re- 
becca Elisberg Memorial Prize for scho- 
larship and character, which is considered 
the highest honor possible for New York 
students. Stanley Ostish won a similar 
prize. 


Two Million Dollar Fund 


Treasurer's Report 


EMMA WOLD, Treasurer 
NETTIE TRAIL, C. P. A. Auditor 


ECEIPTS collected by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to March 
15, 1930, $1,651,482.86. 
Contributions, membership and other 
receipts, March 16 to 31, 1930: 


Miss Harrie Fumade, D. C........ oe 1,00 
Mrs. Wymond Bradbury, 10.00 
Miss Enola H. Newhouser, D. C...................... 1.00 
Miss Harriet O. Johnson, D. C........................ 1.00 
Mrs. Bertha Riggs, D. 8.00 
Miss Sara F. Hillman, N. 10.00 
District of Columbia Braneh......0...........000.. 65.00 
Mrs. M. A. Adams, 1.00 
Mrs. Helena Beppler, D. 1.00 
Miss G. Connor, D. C....... 10.00 
Mrs. A 1.00 
Mrs. A Anthony, D. C... 1.00 
Mrs. Gardner Phillip Orme, oe Rata 3.00 
Mrs. George J. Adams, D. 3.00 


Committee, Headquarters 
Indus- 
retains 


New York 
are ues from followin 

trial members (Branc 

all dues in excess of 25 cents) : 


Equal Rights 


women. The Government maintains a 
Woman’s Bureau in the Labor Depart- 
ment, however, and some outlet must be 
found for the exercise of bureaucratic 
activity. If the investigation is under- 
taken a staff of Federal ‘experts’ pre- 
sumably will visit the State, conduct the 
requisite number of official visitations, 
compile a mass of statistics and add to 
the Government printing bill by including 
them in the department’s annual report. 
It is doubtful if the proposed survey will 
make any noticeable improvement in the 
lot of Indiana’s women workers.” 


25 
25 
Mrs. Helen Foley. 
25 
2d 
25 
Miss Edna Hamilton, 25.00 
5.00 
Mrs. Katherine FE. Smith, Ohio........................ 25.00 
Miss Minni. E. Johnson, Mich ......................... 4.00 
Mrs. Berta McClung, 3.00 
Mrs. Elizabeth T. Kent, Cal.....................0...... 200.00 
Mrs. Stephen H, P. Peli, 100.00 
Miss Esther B. McLau hlin, i 1.00 
Mrs. Catherine R. Gile rist, 5.00 
“A Democratic Friend,” D. C.......................... 5 
Miss Dorothy Monro Hunter, 1 
Mrs. J. Munro Hunter, 1 


Gow) 
A Friend, Netherlands, East Indies................ 
Maryland Branch (through Mrs. L. N. 
Mrs. Jose R. Aponte, Porto Rico.................... 
Connecticut Branch, Headquarters share of 
dues for four members (Sraneh retain- 


S32 seuss 38 33 3333 


ing half of dues received)... 2. 
Mrs. Cora B. Ashton, Mass...... 1. 
Sale of miscellaneous articles 81. 
Sale of literature.............. 1. 
Rooms at Headquarters: 

Mrs. Jane Norman Smith.. 2. 

Mrs. Max Rotter............ 90 

Miss Katharine Anthony.... 6. 


Total receipts, March 16 to 31, 1930.......... $1,053.59 


Total rece a December 7, 1912, to 
March 3 $1,652,536.45 
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